II. Texts

Required Texts
On Rhetoric by Aristotle (translation by George A. Kennedy, Oxford University Press) The Landmark Thucydides, (ed. by Robert B. Strassler) There will also be one or two essays, either held in reserve or given as handouts
III. Assignments and Grading
Mid-term (Wednesday, February 22) 15% Final Exam (Thursday, April 26, 2:00-5:00) 20% Paper Outline (1-2 pages, due February 29 at noon) 2% Paper, First Draft (6-7 pages, due March 26 at noon) 3% Paper, Final Draft (8-10 pages, due April 18 at noon) 30% Speech (3-4 pages written, preferably delivered orally, 3-5 minutes, due dates vary) 15% Participation 15%
Term Paper: Each student is required to write one exceptionally well-written paper over the course of the semester. It will be submitted in three stages and it will culminate in the most rhetorically sophisticated piece of writing the student has yet composed. It will be appraised according to the logical, ethical, and emotional proofs that the student can marshal in support of an important issue regarding leadership, rhetoric, or the relationship between the two. The paper will total 35% of the student's grade. The paper outline and first draft will constitute 5% of the grade, and the student will receive full credit just for turning them in on time. Each stage of the paper will be docked 2% of its grade for each 24-hour period it is late, beginning at noon on the day it is due.
Speech: All students are required to write one speech, three to four pages in length, selecting a topic and occasion from among several that will be provided. Each speech will reflect a speaking occasion that did or might have occurred in The History of the Peloponnesian War, but for which no speech was provided by Thucydides. The written speech will be the one graded, and it will be worth 15% of the overall grade. Every student who delivers the speech orally will also receive 10 points extra credit (1% of the overall class grade). In addition, every speech that is delivered orally will be appraised by the assembly of fellow-students (rankings will be by secret ballot only, please). The speaker who receives the highest score by the classroom ecclesia will be awarded with the coveted laurel wreath on the last day of class.
2) Rhetoric had a shady reputation, even in Aristotle's time. How does he defend it?
Wednesday, January 11 Introduction to the Peloponnesian War: Some Background Thucydides' History, I.1-I.31 1) Thucydides says that the Peloponnesian War was greater than any previous war. What reasons does he give for that judgment? What makes a war "great"?
2) Why is Thucydides account of this war superior to all previous narratives of war? What difficulties are encountered by those who want to know the truth about historical events?
3) What two principles guided Thucydides' reconstruction of the speeches in the History? Can we expect that these principles will always be in harmony?
4) Thucydides says that if he succeeds in giving an exact account of past things, it will be an aid for understanding future things. What must we suppose to be true in order for that statement to be true? 2) What is a syllogism? What is a "rhetorical syllogism," or enthymeme? Why is the enthymeme proper for rhetorical discourse?
3) The Greek word for speech, logos, is the same word for logic or a "rational account" (e.g., psychology is a rational account of the psyche, biology is a rational account of life, etc.). Given the centrality of the enthymeme and the paradigm to rhetorical discourse, explain why the two notions -logic and speech -might be so closely related for the Greeks.
4) The Corcyraeans acknowledge at the beginning of their speech that the fact they've never rendered any important service to Athens makes their present supplication more challenging. 10) The Spartans claim that they embarked on this war in order to free the "allies" of Athens. Is that a credible reason? Is it a legitimate one?
11) What reasons do the Peloponnesians give why they expect to prevail over the superior experience of the Athenians? Give the argument in the form of a syllogism. 2) Why does Aristotle discuss the topic of motivation in his section on Judicial Rhetoric?
3) What is the distinction Aristotle is trying to draw between "specific" and "common" justice? How might this distinction be relevant to judicial rhetoric? 1) The Spartans demand that the Plataeans answer only one question. Why do they object to answering that question? What is the conditional (either/or) answer that they give? Put the pair of answers in the form of twin enthymemes, then supply the missing premises.
2) Who were the "judges" trying the case against the Mytilenians? Who were the "judges" trying the case against the Plataeans? How do these judges differ from what one would expect to find in a court of law? What did Diodotus primarily appeal to when defending the Mytilenians? What did the Pataeans appeal to when defending themselves? How might these similarities and differences account for their respective outcomes?
3) What is the species of speech delivered by the Plataeans? Name the features that give clues as to the species of speech it is. 3) Thucydides in large measure blames the Athenian generals for the atrocities that took place on Corcyra. What did they do that was blameworthy? Why was it blameworthy?
4) The Athenian decision to accept Corcyra into its alliance was one of the principal events precipitating this great war. How's that alliance working out for the Athenians?
5 2) According to Phrynichus, who really rules in a democracy? Why would the rule by the "best people" be even worse?
3) What do the machinations of Phrynichus, Alcibiades, and Pisander reveal about how best to lead the Athenians at this point in the narrative?
4) The previous day's readings recounted Astyochus' refusal to assist the Chians, then his change of mind, then another change of mind. In today's reading, why did he change it back again? Then again? What finally brings him to Chios? What appears to be motivating Astyochus?
5) Why did trust break down in the city of Athens? What did it say of the condition of the city that it was preparing to sacrifice its democracy? (Or that it was prepared to force its "allies" to give up their own democracies?) Final draft of paper due at beginning of class Laurel wreath will be awarded to the winner of the class oratorical contest.
Thursday, April 26
Final Exam, 2:00 -5:00
